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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

It is noted that the present application contains a plurality of distinct claimed 
inventions. As claims are treated in this action. However, the examiner reserves the 
right to require a restriction of inventions at a later date per the MPEP. 

Request for Information 

In order for the examiner to properly consider patentability of the claimed 
invention additional information is required as follows: copies of all references (other 
than U.S. patents) cited by WIPO in publication WO 03/044663. 

Applicant is reminded that failure to fully reply to this requirement for information 
will result in a holding of abandonment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-13 are rejected because they recite a method having insufficient 
technological nexus. (It is noted that reciting the computer within the body of the 
independent claims would satisfy the requirement). 
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Claims 1-13 are rejected because they recite mere manipulation of data. In order 
to be statutory, a claimed invention must be concrete, tangible and useful. The claimed 
invention is not concrete because a result is not assured. 

Claims 14-17 are rejected because they claim a disembodied data record, which 
is per se non-statutory. 

Claims 18-35 are rejected because the claim disembodied software modules, not 
embedded in any tangible medium. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 18-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 18, 24 and 35 recites a software module, but it is unclear where the 
preamble ends and the body of the claim begins. It appears to recite only a preamble. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sullivan 
(2003/0093320). 

Sullivan shows exchanging transaction-related data with at least a second 
transaction tax related application according to a standardized interface data model. 

As to claim 2, 3, 5 and 6, each of the two transaction tax applications uses its 
own (different) application-specific data model since it handles different data, and the 
data elements of the respective data models are mapped to the interface data model. 

As to claim 4, each of the respective application data models is different from the 
interface data model since it deals with different data. 

As to claim 10, at least one of the first and second applications is a logging 
module, a compliance module, a tax filing module, a tax calculation module, a tax 
content module, or a database for storing tax data. 

As to claim 1 1 , as broadly claimed, at least one of the applications is one of a 
basic and a micro service module. 

As to claims 12 and 13, Sullivan shows that the mapping is governed by defined 
rules configurable by the user and implemented by a lookup table. 

As to claim 7 and 8, Sullivan shows all elements of the claim. 
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As to claim 9, since data passed through interface is stored in the data 
warehouse, the data warehouse data model comprises, equals or is a subset of the set 
of elements in the interface data model. 

As to claims 18 and 35, Sullivan shows a software interface for linking first and 
second tax related applications such that data are exchangeable according to a 
standard interface. 

As to claim 1 9, 20, 22 and 23, each of the two transaction tax applications uses 
its own (different) application-specific data model since it handles different data, and the 
data elements of the respective data models are mapped to the interface data model. 

As to claim 21 , each of the respective application data models is different from 
the interface data model since it deals with different data. 

As to claim 27, at least one of the first and second applications is a logging 
module, a compliance module, a tax filing module, a tax calculation module, a tax 
content module, or a database for storing tax data. 

As to claim 28, as broadly claimed, at least one of the applications is one of a 
basic and a micro service module. 

As to claims 29 and 30, Sullivan shows that the mapping is governed by defined 
rules configurable by the user and implemented by a lookup table. 

As to claim 24, Sullivan shows a data warehouse module. 
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As to claim 25, Sullivan shows a software interface for linking the warehouse with 
at least the second application such that data is exchangeable between them according 
to a standard interface data model. 

As to claim 26, since data passed through interface is stored in the data 
warehouse, the data warehouse data model comprises, equals or is a subset of the set 
of elements in the interface data model. 

As to claim 31 , at least one of the first and second applications is a logging 
module, a compliance module, a tax filing module, a tax calculation module, a tax 
content module, or a database for storing tax data. 

As to claim 32, as broadly claimed, at least one of the applications is one of a 
basic and a micro service module. 

As to claims 33 and 34, Sullivan shows that the mapping is governed by defined rules 
configurable by the user and implemented by a lookup table. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven B. McAllister whose telephone number is (703) 
308-7052. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert P. Olszewski can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 09/995,320 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3627 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Steven B. McAllister 



